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ON’ THE OMISSION OF THE COPULA 
WITH ‘ETOIMOS. 


That the copula is regularly omitted with €roupos, 
particularly in the first and second persons, has become 
almost a prepossession among grammarians and com- 
mentators. Wecklein, in his edition of the Prometheus, 
published at Athens in 1896, says: 76 mp@rov kai devrepov 
mpocwmov Tov eiul rapadeiretar oravwTeEpov, wovov 5€ év TH EToLMLos 
clval 9» tapaAeuis cvvnOns Kal di) Kai dvev Tov éyw Kal ov, and then 
cites the stock examples (Soph. Az. 813, O. 7. 92, Kur. 
Med. 612). Now, the fact is the omission of the copula in 
any combination is usual in elevated language. In pro- 
verbs «vac rarely occurs; in Pindar it is seldom employed, 
and in Aeschylus it is frequently omitted with the first 
and second as well as with the third person. In the 
forty-second verse of the very play in which Wecklein’s 
comment appears & is not expressed (aieé ye 6) vnAijs od Kal 
Opacovs trAEws). So in the first person the verb is often 
omitted, as Ar. Plut. 499, éy TovTrov paptus, and occasion- 
ally ¢yo (where the person is easily supplied by the con- 
text), as Soph. Az. 399, dfs... Brerav, In Plato’s 
Protagoras 313 B we read €romos e dvadicxev, whereas in 
Politicus 277 EK the copula is omitted (al ov ye €romos 
axodovbeiv), the pronominal stbject and the adjective 
being juxtaposed as in the Prometheus passage. When 
predicate and subject are placed side by side, they take 
care of themselves; the copula is not needed. In Prome- 
theus 475 idomos stands alone, & being understood. ‘The 
text is sound, in spite of the numerous emendations and 
the sneer of Hartung at the Graeculus who considers 
evpeiv OToias papudKos idoysos good Greek. There is no 
need of changing, with van Herwerden, to iatés ¢, The 
person is clearly enongh indicated by ceavrov otk éxes 
immediately preceding. In fact the whole verse (475) 
is merely a circumlocution for 9eparetow, So in Soph. 
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OC. 461, éragios pev, Oidirous, xatouxtioa, that the second 
person, and not the third, is meant, is sufficiently indi- 
cated by the vocative Oidérous following. the adjective. 
After repeated failures in attempting to make rules 
work which many respectable authorities assure us will 
work, one is tempted to exclaim, with Anatole France’s 
good old professor, Sylvestre Bonnard: “‘Chaque fois que 
je rencontre tun volume qui m’ a induit en erreur, qui 
m’ a affligé par ses lacunes, mensonges et autres pestes 
de l’ archéologue:—Va! lui dis-je, va! imposteur, traitre, 
faux témoin, fui loin de moi, vade retro.” 'The copula is 
not generally omitted with éromos; and this is true, not 
only of the third person, but of the first as well. With 
the second person also the copula is expressed (as we 
have already seen); only the opportunities for using the 
second person are not sofrequent. In Herodotus 9.46 we 
find the first person plural €rotuol ciuev rovéey Tatra, and in 
Plato, Protagoras 412 D the future: €roumor éoducba Tender, 
In the first person singular, where the use of this adjec- 
tive is naturally very common, the cases of insertion of 
the copula far exceed in number those of the omission; 
in other words just the reverse of Wecklein’s statement 
is true. Compare the following Hdt. 7. 158 €rowds eye 
Bobeav, Plato Gorg. 510 B éya €rouds ete éraweiv, Frep. 
335 K eywy ovr, edn, ETOLLLOS €LfAL KOLVWVELY THS MaAXyS, Legg. 
646 B xat viv y' cipi eromos (Aéyev), Antisthenes, Odysseus 
ETOLULOS ELL aei, Isaeus 12. 10 €roupos 8 eipl épdoat, Dinarchus 
1. 51 droOvycKew erouds cium, Kur. ec. 302 cole érods eit, 
985 €rouds ciu eyo, Phoen. 484 rods chm... arrooTeiAar, 
Fel. 1058 €roipos cium, . , Oavetv, Soph. Ant. 264 juev 8 erouysor 
kal pvdpovs atpev, Phil. 90 em’ ero.wos advdpa mpds Biav dye, 
Ar. Fan. 860 érousds ciw’ éywye, Dem. 53. 23 €roupos eu i€var, 
P 19 €rounds ciys A€yev, 18.177 trdpxef tpeis Erowor, In the 
third person, however, where the omission is naturally 
commonest, there are at least a hundred examples of the 
copula with €romos and only very few of its omission. 
In the older language the suppression was not felt as an 
ellipsis, as in the later stage. The notin and adjective 
are juxtaposed, and the substantive verb is regarded as 
superfluous. Cp. Aesch. Prom. 47 obdev aitia réxvyn, 178 ov 
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pev Opacrts, 506 macat Téxvar Bporotcr ex Ipounfews, 320 od § ovderw 
Tames, 987 ov mais, Thuc. 3, 38.4 atti 9 tuets, Kur. Suppl. 
187 Srapty peév oun, Not unfrequently is the verb omitted 
even in the subordinate clause, ¢. 2., Eur. Suppl. 41 
aitives copa, J, A, 875 os xaxov Tavd airs, Soph. Az. 886 
ei mo8t, 890 drov, 710 dre Alas Aabiroves, In Ajyax 886-890 
the copula is omitted three times in five verses. In 924 
ei is dispensed with (dws without ov), just as in 813 
ETomos is used and «ud suppressed; the verb defo, which 
follows immediately, indicates the person with sufficient 
clearness. Soin 1071 kaxov zpos avdpos is found with an 
ellipsis of éor¢, 

In Lucian there are several examples of the omission 
of evar with €romos: Somntum 6 €romos rA€yev, Catapl. 10 
ETOLLOS Trapacx er bar, 19 ETOLLOS Kal TT pOTKWTOS eivar, Toxar. 
40.52, De Saltat. 6. But Lucian, in spite of the fact 
that he wrote the best Attic that had been written for 
centuries, is no criterion for Attic usage in many par- 
ticulars, and it is doubtful if Kruger had Lucian in 
mind (since no examples from the satirist are cited) 
when he says (Spr. § 62.1.5): ‘“‘Die erste und zweite 
Person der Kopula fehlt iberhaupt selten... 6fter jedoch 
bei eTomos, das selbst ohne é¢y® von der ersten Person 
gebraucht wird.” It looks very much as if Krtiger were 
simply transmitting a tradition which, as a careful 
gramtmarian, he had observed was not altogether true, 
hence the saving clause: “‘Doch wird auch dem €Topos 
oft eiut beigefiigt.”* Jebb, in his note on Ayawx 813, is not 
so guarded in his language: “‘erowos without the verb «pi, 
aetiee/ 292) Bar 7/796 Dem. or. 9.4: Plat, Fol. 
277 K, and often.” But, except in the passages cited, 
there are very few examples even in poetry (Anacreon 
43, Solon 4.7, Eur. Hervacl. 502), whereas there are more 
than a hundred examples of the use of the copula with 
erowos, some authors, as Lysias and Herodotus, never 
omitting the verb. Schneidewin-Nauck on O. T. 92 


*In speaking of the copula with the verbal adjective a few 
sections before the one just quoted (56 18a. 1) the distinguished 
grammarian employs a form which does not occur in classical 
Greek (Pac.Aevrec ), 


merely say: ‘‘Ueber die Auslassung von «iui bei €rorpos,” 
s. Kriiger, Gr. $62, 1 Ann. 5. But it is not only with 
erowos that a false opinion has prevailed with reference 
to the omission of the copula. Ktthner states that the 
substantive-verb is regularly omitted with the verbal 
adjective when the agent-accusative is expressed (428, 
An. 2). The copula is omitted, however, much oftener 
than with €romos (about four in every five). See Bishop, 
Amer. Jour. of Philol. 20.247. With the plural for the 
singular verbal (—rTé&) the copula is expressed just as 
often as it is omitted (eighteen times). In general, the 
omission of the copula with verbal adjectives occurs four 
times as often as its use. 

In Homer €ropos is used only of things. Inthe lyric 
poets there are practically no examples. Aeschylus has 
only two certain instances (Ag. 791, Cho. 1025), both 
with the ellipsis of the copula. Sophocles furnishes two 
examples of the omission of the verb (Az. 813 €ro.pos 
xwpeiv, O. 7. 92 eromos cireiv) and three of the expression 
(Ant. 264, Phil. 90 ew’ Ero.pos avdpa mpds Biav ayev, 569 wAetv 
nv erowos, In Ant. 217, as Ag. 842, the verb is expressed, 
but the cases are different from these we are considering 
Euripides omits the copula four times: Phoen. 969 
Ovnokev érowos, Med. 612 éromos , , . dotva, hes. 959 €rounos 
Toade Tedfac tapov, FLeracl. 501f. eyo yap airy . .. OvyoKew 
eroiun, ‘The copula is expressed just as often: /ec. 302, 
985 eToimos cp’ eyo, Phoen. 484£. viv €rouds eiue, , , drooreAar, 
ffel. 1052 and, in a subordinate clause, the subjunctive, 
pn Oaveiv eroov 7, 'The remaining ten examples of €Tounos 
do not fall in either category. In Aristophanes the 
copula is regularly expressed: Vesp. 341 dAAd pw ebwxetv 
erourds €otr, Fran. 860 ETOULOS Ei Eywye, Nub. 807 ETOL{LOS 60. 
éotiv dravra dpav, ‘The only exception is 7hesm. 59, where 
os and €Tomos are juxtaposed, and the infinitive sixteen 
words distant. 

The prose writers seldom omit the copula with €roos, 
Herodotus has fourteen examples, and all with «iva ex- 
pressed: 1.42 movéewv cit éroipos TatTa, 1.86, 1.113 GTrOOELKVUVQL 
ey EToipos Elva TOV TaLdiov Tov veKvV, 1.141 Nouv Eroipor reiGer Bau 


Kipw, 4.22 ér yaorépa KéecOu , , , éErotuds €otTt, 5,15 of pev oy 
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Taloves Noav ETolmor, , , _pvKev, 7.140 xpnornpidler Oar Hoav €Tornor, 
7.147 €ropor Houv aipéay aita, 7.148 érotmot eiou Apyetou roréev 
tavta, 7.158, 8.21 fv... érotmos , . , dyyeAAav, 9.46. ‘Thu- 
cydides regularly employs the copula: 4.28.2 ddrévar 
ETroimos HV, 6.29.1 eroipos Hv mpiv éxdeiv KpiverOar, 7.3.11 érotpos 
elvan orrevoer Oar, 7.83.2 elvar eToipos vrép AOnvaiwy EvpBijvac, 8.9.1 
eToimos HY pi Ave, 1.28.5 Erotpor etvar, 1.145, 4.73.2 edesay 
Erotwor ovTes aprvverGar, 4,108.6 Kudvvervew Erotwor Hoav, 4,110.1 
EToimor OvTEs TV TOA Tapadodval, 4,122.4 EToImor Hoay oTparevel, 
5.41.2 €roipo. eivar, 5.45.4 €éroiuo qoav , , , Toeicbu, 8.1.4 
éroimo. Hoav evtaktelv, 8.2.2 érotpo noav adiorac ban, 8.5.4 
droorhvat Kat avtot Eroipor OvTEs, 8.82.2 Eroipor Hoav wAciv, 9.92.6 
éroipos épy etvat, ‘The example in 3.82.1 is peculiar (ov« ay 
éxovTwv mpdpacw od éroiwwv Tapaxadev airovs), Smith says: 
‘for omission of évrwy, cf. v. 64.18, and see on c. 69.4” 
(where o7opddes = oropddes yevouevot), This is merely 
Thucydidean terseness. Besides, the participle éxovrwy 
is still ringing in the ear—it gives not only the partici- 
ple atmosphere, but also the évTwyv sound. ‘The remain- 
ing examples are 8.26.1 roo dy otoa, 2.3.4 Eroipa 7, 
2.10.2 ereidy S& Exdorors Eroipa yryvorro, 2.56.2 ered) Eroipa Hv, 
2.96.1 éred) ait® Eroiua jv, , 6, 8, 2 os ey Eroipa, , 6.22 
éroipa. eivat, 6.65.1 €rotwa . . . nv, 7.25.3 eroipa ,.. nv, , 7.50.4 
Exedy eTotwa HV, 7.60.5 eed TA TOAAG ETolpa NV, 7.65.3 ered) 
éroipa Tavta HV, 1.85.2 éroiuwv dvTwv, , 1.135.3 Tov Aaxedatpovioy 
Eroipwv dvtwv EvvdudKev, 4.80.1 eroipwv ovtwv Tpéepev, 4,124.3 
éeToimwv Ovtwy paxerOat 4.21.2 evopilov €Eroipovs eivat, 5.59.5 
EToipous yap eivar Apyeious dixas dodvar, 6.93.3 €roipovs elvan rely, 
4.19 €rousdrepds eotw aicxivy €mpeverv, 1,141.5 copact Te ETOLMLOTEPOL 
ot av’roupyol TOV avOpuTwv 7 ypnuacw woAeueiv (the first example 
of the omission of the copula, and here it might have 
been omitted with another adjective as well), 4.61.5, 
DTAKOVELY ETOLMLOTEPOLS OVCL, 

In Plato the copulative is more frequently omitted 
than in the historians: Parmenides 137 C €rowuds cor pavas, 
Polit. 277, 308 EK éromo. Sov, Laches 180 A eyo... rave 
Te Dov THY idvoLAY Kal KOLVWVElV ETOYWLOS, 194 A eyw meV ETOLMOS , , . 
pn tmpoadictacba, Lryxtas 399 Ky €rowpos dS tpty kal eyo... 
avviiacKoreioba., In most of these examples the copula 
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might have been omitted with other adjectives than 
érowos, In Crito 45 B (evo ere évOdde erowor dvadioxev), the 
verb is omitted with évo. évédde rather than with the ad- 
jective. ‘T‘he copula is more frequently expressed than 
omitted even in Plato: Zheaetetus 151 C €romor elvan, A pol. 
32 B €rowou ovres évderkvivar, Phaedrus 231 C €rouwol eiol, , , 
xapilecOan, KMuthydemus 274 C eeyov tw EvOvdjuw dre wavres 
erorwor elev pavOdve, Protag. 312 D, 313 B, Gorgias 86 B 
BeAriovs av euev, Feed. 391 B paxerOau eroos qv, Lege. 646 A 
érounos Hobe viv A€yew, 831 C was pavOdvey Te Kal doxely ErouLdTards 
éott, Cp. Epistle 7 357 B etpetv BeAricra eroiuws exe, In 
Symposium 200 D (0 otrw éromov aire éoriv) we find the 
neuter with the copula expressed. 

The orators rarely omit the verb with €romos, Alci- 
damas writes 76 ypagew rod eye ETOLMLOTEPOV Hulv eat (aeEpt 
cop.oT oy 5), Isocrates Tovs €roipous dvTas dtLody macxev, 14,29 
eronor SovrAcve dvtes, 17.16 TO 8 apyvpiov Erounos nv arrotiveyv, 
Lysias has fourteen examples, all with the copula 1.29 
drrotive 8 €rouwos Hv xpypata, 7,34 erouds eu, , , mapadadvat, 
1.29 drorivey 3 €ronos Hv Xeypata, 7.34 ETOULOS EiL. , , Papacvat, 
12.9 €rounos elnv Sodvat, 12.58 Kax@s movely eromos Hv, 13.58 
ETOuLOS NV TuVEKTAEY, 13,8 EToLmor elev THY elpHvyY woveioBaL, 13.27 


ETOLMLOL noav ouvekrAciv, 13.52 ETOL[LOL noav OVVATLEVAL, 13726 €TOL Mw 


dvTwv , , , KaTaAapBavev, 13.26 €roiuwy dvtwy crvexrdelv (fis), 
13.82 €roipwv dvtwv TiwpetoOar, 20.26 Eroiwov ovtos dpKxodv, 28.7 
4 / > / , € / 5] , 
ETOLMOL ELOL , , , KaTarapPaverv, 34.2 macxev ETOLMOTATOL ETTE, 


Isaeus writes €romos & ciut duoca, Aeschines has two ex- 
amples both with the copula expressed : 2.133 6vros €roipov 
TrapadapnBdavev, 3.240 €roiuwv dvrwy Bonbeiv, In 2.183 the ad- 
jective is really attributive: zoAXovs BonOovs AnWerar , . , Kal 
kwovvevey brép tpav €eroimovs, Dinarchus likewise has two 
examples, and the article is omitted with neither: 1.20 
EToiwwy yevonevwy Tov “Apxddwy BonOeiv, 1.51 amoPvyoKev Erounds 
€Lpt, 

Demosthenes has twenty-seven examples, and all 
with the copula except four (4.29, 9.4, 24.15, 18.320): 
the first of which (éy® cupurrcwv OerovTis maoxev drLovv 
erowos) has not only the pronoun of the first person ex- 
pressed, but also a noun and a participle. 4.7 €7To.os 
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mparrev brapéy, 7.36 émitpérev pyoi rept TovTwy ETopos iva, 
18.239 trjpxev erowos, 23.114 aravra moreiv ETounos NV.) 23 1981 
emnyyerAeTo eroupos evar, 29.54 TtavO erounos Hv, 40.39 Erounos Hv 
émitperetv, 47,17 ws ETOLMLOS OTL Trapadovvat, 53,23 €rouuds eipe 
ievat, 56.13 paoKkwv €roipos eivas arroddovar, IL 19 erowuds eis A€yerv, 
8.15 pydeuias irapxovons EToiwov Bonbeias, 25.31 eromoy trdpgar, 
47.5 mapadidover eroysov ecivat, 18.177 wtrapyeP dels €rowpor, 
21.112 paprrpés ciow Eropor, 24.15 ws aTAG pev ETomor TA YpHuaTa 
extivev, 29.26 Tair Auev ETounor roveiv, 53.22 pacKovTes EToupor 
€ivaL diddvas, 13.11 row’ trapéa, 18.32 procbapvetv éeroimwv, 56.16 
ws €Toiwwv OvTwv KpLOnvat, 7.33 éroimwv dvTwv TOV ayaav, 9.62 
EToimous STLoOby Trovelv OvTas, 8.5 TA y ad tudv ETO trdpxovh pd, 
Xenophon never omits the copula, except in Anabasis 
7.8.11, and there the participle and the deictic 87 (ds 
Eroiwwv O17 xpnuatwv).”° Memorabilia 3.13.3 €ropov éorar ool, 
Cyropaedia 4.1.1 dnAwoas OTL ETOLMOL €icL paxer Gan, 5.4.24 
N€yovTa 6Tt ETOLos ein TOds Epyalouevous THY ynV eav, Anabasis 
1.6.3 vopicas Eroiuovs civar, 4.6.17 ETOLMOS Ele. , tévat, 6.1.2 
A€yovtas Ot. KopvAas Erowos ein, 7.1.33 edreyev ote Erounos ein 
HyetoGa atrots, ‘The so-called rule is not only not manda- 
tory; itis not even permissive. If we say simply that 
there is a tendency to omit the copula with €ropos, all 
we tnean is that this adjective belongs to a group of 
words which are frequently used in sentences which 
require the utmost brevity, and this is true of English, 
French, German, and Italian as well as of Greek. ‘The 


starter says to the sprinters “‘Ready!” ‘‘Set!” and 
then fires his pistol. ‘The military officer says ‘‘Ready!” 
PAI Hite! We, mighty as well caoll/a. few 


examples of “‘Murder!” or ‘‘Police!” from Dickens, 
and assert that the copula is regularly omitted with cer- 
tain words in English, as to frame a rule based on a few 
isolated cases of the omission of the verb with €ropos 
found in Sophocles, Euripides and Demosthenes. 


